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ADVERTISEMENT. 1 
THESE Letters appeared in the BATH = 4 
CHRONICLE ſoon after. the diſtreſſing 4 


events at Birmingham. As the ſubjett of them 1 4 
z5 of a publick and intereſting nature, it has been 
thought adviſeable to collect and reprint tbem 9 
in the preſent ſhape. 4 


Sept. 1791. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, Ge. 


TO THE PRINTER 


or, 


THE BATH CHRONICLE. 


July 23, 1791. | 
ROM the dreadful diſturbances that have hap- 


I cannot help being led into reflections on the pro- 
priety and impropriety of Revolution Clubs, the 
principles of which I cannot. but look on as of moſt 
dangerous conſequences. I will not call in queſtion 
the characters of the leading members of choſe 
clubs, as many of them are men oſ mot enlightened 
underſtandings, and - benevolent hearts, —but I 


would only wiſh them to conſider the danger they 


are incurring, by poiſoning the minds, and rouſing 
the i iini of common people, not capable 
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of judging for th theme] yes, or eteritiing the poſi- 
tion in ethics, where Ierty ends, and licentiouſneſs 
begins; for whether the cauſe be good or bad, 
» + + ++ + + » + Spargere Voces 
In vulgum ambiguas, 


is pregnant with ſuch evil, as every ſober-rainded 


man of both parties muſt deprecate. And ket me 
aſk theſe Gentlemen, What Engliſhmen have to do 
with the affairs of France? Don't we all profeſs 


ourſelves happy in our excellent monarch and eſta- 
bliſhment, and therefore why make ſuch ado? or 
why take ſuch pains to diſſeminate principles hoſtile 
to both ?—principles that have made the F rench 
empire a maſs of confuſion, and a monument of 
human miſery; and which can be juſtified on no 
grounds, either of morality. or true patriotiſm, 
The ſtripping their Monarch of his inherent rights 
without a fault, the Nobility of their rank and 
eftates, the Clergy of their freeholds, are actions of 


ſuch immoral and dangerous tendency, that I ſhould 


think no men in their ſenfes would attempt tojuſtify, 
much leſs immortalize; or if they deſerve immorta- 
lity, it ſhould be an immortality of infamy. 

I am a Churchman, Mr. Printer, and a man, a 
ſtrong advocate for monarchy, and of warm attach - 
ment to our religious eſtabliſhment; but neither my 
partiality for the one, or attachment for the other, 

ſhall 


— 
— 
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| ſhall ever induce me to juſtify any exceſſes or intem- 

perance in any party, be my conviction of the juſt- 
neſs of the cauſe what it may. I diſclaim blind 
and enthuſiaſtic inſtruments, means ſo inadequate fo 
the ends: for 1 bleſs Gop, that our Church and 
Monarchy are founded upon a rock, againſt which 
neither the gates of hell, or © the hell of republicaniſm, 
(to retort Mr. Paine's expreſſion) ſhall not prevail ; 
or if the dreadful moment ſhould ever arrive, when 
they ſhould. attempt and prevail, I truſt they will 
be defended on ſuch a ſyſtem, and on ſuch principles, 
as, inthe ſtrong and energetick language of Scriptures 
will enable < one man to chaſe a thouſand, and a 
ce thouſand to put ten thouſand to flight.” But, 
* felices quos faciunt aliena. pericula cautos; which 
ſentiment I hope will have ſuch effect on all parties, 
as to prevent this criſis ever happening. 

In the mean time I would recommend to theſe 
patriotick gentlemen, to be a little more on their 
guard in future; or if they muſt. commemorate, to 

commemorate in private, and confine their princi- 
| ples and ſentiments to the 4oztle, and under the roſe, 
by which means they will ſave their bottles and 
glaſſes, if not ſomething, more. 


ROBERT WELLS, A. M. | 
Chaplain to the Earl of Dunmore. 
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TO THE PRINTER OF THE | 
BATH CHRONICLE. 


I your paper of laſt Thurſday, 1 read. a very 


extraordinary letter ſigned © RokkRT WæIIs, 
« A. M. Chaplain to the Earl of Dunmore.“ 


Before I reply to the arguments uſed by this gentle- 


man, I muſt take the liberty to ſuggeſt, that he is 
not the moſt grammatical writer, nor always con- 
ſiſtent with himſelf, © I bleſs Gop,” ſays he, 
cc that our Church and Monarchy are founded on a 
« rock, againſt which neither the gates of hell, or 
ce the hell of republicaniſm, (to retort Mr. Paine's 
« expreſſion) ſhall not prevail: or if the dreadful 
« moment ſhould ever arrive when they ſhould 
ce attempt and prevail, I truſt they will be defended 
ce on ſuch a ſyſtem,” &c. Probably the beginning 
of the ſentence would have been more agreeable to 
orthography, if it had run thus, © againſt which 
ce neither the gates of hell, nor the hell of republi- 


A 


A 


e caniſm &c. ſhall prevail.} I muſt likewiſe ob- 
| ſerve that the relative they, in the phraſe © I truſt 


cc they will be defended,” has for its antecedent the 
preceding bey; which term refers to the gates of 


hell; fo that the ſtrict conſtruction has a meaning 
different from the author's s intention, or if the 


4 Hef 351 ety - n ; 4 dreadful 


1 6 Mr, Wells has by letter pointed out this grammatical inaccuracy,” 
: Note by the Printery 
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et dreadful moment ſhould ever arrive when they” 
{the gates of hell, and the hell of republicaniſm) 
« ſhould attempt and prevail, I truſt that they” 
(the gates of hell, &c.) © ſhall bedefended” (and 
that too after they have prevailed) © on ſuch a ſyſ- 


ec tem as that one man ſhall chaſe a thouſand,” &c. 
The ſame paſſage is likewiſe a proof of the latter 


part of my aſſertion, that this writer is not only 
ungrammatical, but ſometimes inconſiſtent with 
himſelf. If Gop is to be bleſſed, that the Church 


and Monarchy are founded upon a rock, againſt 


which neither the gates of hell, nor the hell of repub- 


licaniſm, ſhall prevail, how can he afterwards add 
or if the dreadful moment ſhould ever arrive, 
« when the gates of hell &c. ſhould attempt and 
c prevail?” He preſumes the Church of England 
to be the Church of Chriſt, which is to ſtand all 


aſſaults, and yet ſuppoſes, that it may poſlibly . be 


overthrown; that its enemies ſhall not prevail againſt 


it, and yet may prevail againſt it, But why muſt 


Monarchy be joined with the Church of Chriſt, and 


regarded as an impregnable fortreſs? One would 


naturally conclude that ſuch a prediction had come 


from the mouth of Chriſt; but this is ſufficiently 


diſproved by events. Experience teſtifies, that ſome 


Monarchies were. founded not upon a rock, but in 
the ſand, 


1k” $4 © <4 74's * 


But 


— 


'S 
* 
* * 
» 1 
4 
$ 
9 
0 a 0 
% x 
* 
6 - X 
oO —— — ne” — — ——— U — —— — —ü— —— — — — by = _— - — - 
_ — — a ——ůK — 7 x . 
— — 1 — — . L - A , x 8 - 3 ee * 
2 q | R 3 Bet : „ 7 + *.y- 5; 10 ES 
' —2 2 » « b tb - 
— . ; : w x a 3 
f | | $ oF OZ: I ES 
f 3 < % LITE IIS. 43; FE, NEEDS 
Is" 9 1 7 » - S Fouts 72 * 2 8 - 38, 1 26 4s — WE 
1 8 1 as , \ Ts 2 —_ * . Ne * I 2 
2 1 2 8 : n 83 ta 
* 3 2 « f 55 A fs » Sa # 1 1 1 . = 
. RS” : FS A095 6 SN 2 ne wrap 3 Sa > WS 5 wu 5 = 
5 $I Y 4 Go 4 i N 8 * 2 * 1 , Ss Se «5 n 
e > dR K FO hes 7 A 3 r 1 
2 * * * Kas W ©. x I * o OS. c 8 r 0 b 
A 5 n I, Sx IS, =" Sas EY A 23 = 
I 8 22 3 Boat — 8 1 | "FIFTY 
7 q : IT = _ N 


ä Nx 


— —— — — — — — 
— 
* — 


10 J 
But to come to a cloſer engagement. This wri- 
ter ſets out with ſaying, © that the late dreadful 


_ diſturbances at Birmingham led him to make reflec- 


tions on the impropriety of Revolution clubs; this 
implies, that theſe clubs were the cauſe of the dif- 
turbances. The Gentlemen had a right to meet on 
this occaſion, ſo that they conducted themſelves 
peaceably. If a lawful action be made a pretence 


for unlawful proceedings, is the guilt imputable to 


the former? Had the contemplation of theſe riots 
led Mr. Wells to condemn the indiſcreet virulence 
of ſome of the members of the Church of England 
in the higher claſſes, by whoſe uncharitable language 


the mob has been enflamed, the A weuld 


have been natural. 
— Still conſidering the Revolution Societies as the 
cauſe, Mr. Wells proceeds to exhort them to take 


warning by what has happened, not to poiſon the 


© minds, and rouſe the imaginations of the common 
te people, incapable of judging for themſelves.” 
How ill ſuired is this advice to theſe Societies! 
They have publiſhed no combuſtible hand-bills, 

though their enemies would wiſh to make the world 
believe it; their whole conduct has been peaceable, 
and affords the beſt anfwer to all invectives againſt 
them. The counſel would have been better adapretl, 

if * members of the Eſtabliſned Church, who 


have 


1 3 

have been ſo imprudent (for I will not impute to 
them the wickedneſs of deſign) to uſe expreffions 
which have miſled the populace, were exhorted to 
be more cautious in their language, leſt, by the 
abſurd cry, that the Church is in danger, freſh 
exceſſes ſhould be occaſioned. And the Latin quo- 


ave been better addreſſed to the common people, 
than to the gentlemen. of thefe Societies. Many 


of the lower ranks have already periſhed in the ruins 
of the houſes which they were in the act of deſtroy- 
ing; more muſt fall by the hands of the executioner. 

Let ſuch examples terrify others from liſtening to 
the intemperate language of ſome Churchmen, who | 
ought to know better, and to whom T wiſh no 


greater evil than an increaſe of charity. 


It is alfo laid to the charge of the Revolution 
Societies, that they © propagate principles hoſtile to 


« our Church and Monarchy, principles which have 
« made the French empire a maſs of confuſion, and 


unhappy is this author, that his ſtatement ſhould 


Ot only be untrue, but the very reverſe of truth! 
W hat was the ſituation of France previous to the 


paid 


tation, felices quos faciunt aliena pericula cautos, would 


ce 4 monument of human miſery.” How ſingularly 


Revolution? Her finatices were in the moſt de- 
ranged and exhauſted condition; the Nobility 
wete in poſſeſſion of the principal property, but 
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Paid no taxes, whilſt the weight of them fell on the 


induſtrious poor; the. Dignitaries of the Church 
were opulent, luxurious, and idle, whilſt all ſacer- 
dotal duty was performed by the inferior clergy, 
who had ſcarcely a maintenance. Add to the out- 
lines of this horrid picture, ſtate priſons; where the 
ſuſpected were never confronted by their accuſers, 
but prejudged and doomed to languiſh a re 


life in the gloom of a dungeon. 


Such was the Pappineſs of the old i | 
The miſeries experienced under the new, raiſed by the 
labours of the National Aſſembly, are ſeen in the 
repeated addreſſes from every part of the kingdom: 
the new conſtitution giving ſatisfaction to all but 


a few Ariſtocrates, who are deſirous of prevailing on 


ſome foreign Court to aſſiſt them in extinguiſhing a 
ſpirit of liberty, which cannot but be diſpleaſing to 


all tyrants. Twenty-ſix millions of people have 


exchanged oppreſſion and miſery. for freedom and 
happineſs. Where 1s the criminality of meeting to 
commemorate ſo diſtinguiſhed an æra? How does 
the celebration of ſuch. a feſtival diſſeminate princi- 


ples hoſtile to our Monarchy and Church? The. 


utmoſt that can be ſaid is this: There are a few 
Engliſhmen who rejoice in the downfal of deſpotiſm, 
and who, in the circumſtances of France, approve a 
revolution. Docs this imply, that they wiſh the 

1338 


98 0 


13 
Engliſh to imitate the example of Pernchne ; that 
they wiſh a general inſurrection of the people, to 
overthrow the Britiſh Monarchy and its eſtabliſhed 
religion? Until England is preciſely in the ſame 
fituation as France- was, theſe gentlemen cannot be 
accuſed of a deſire that there ſhould be a reſumptign 
of power into the hands of the people. The fears 
avhich have been raiſed againſt the ſocieties for com- 
memorating the 14th of July, could only be inſpired 
by a falſe belief that the government of England i is 


but a copy of the old government of France. But 
the members of theſe ſocieties think not ſo badly of 


their country; they rejoice in the portion of freedom 
which they poſſeſs; and, although they are ſenſible 
of ſome grievances which call loudly for a reform, 
they, would not purchaſe it at the expence of the 
publick tranquility. Beſides, the French have made 
no attempts to ſubyert the Church, and have con- 
firmed the Monarchy by an almoſt unanimous vote; 
they have only proved themſelves enemies to ex- 
ceſſive power in the one, and exceſſive wealth in the 
other. How then can their Engliſh admirers be 
charged with diſſeminating republican principles, or 
ſhewing an averſion to religious eſtabliſhments? 
This author further proceeds to ſay, that ** their 
e ſtripping their Monarch of his inherent rights, 
ce vithout a fault; the Nobility of their rank and 
* | cc eltates 5 
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x and the Clergy of their freeholds; are actions of 


* ſuch immoral and dangerous tendency, that no 
te men in their ſenſes would attempt to juſtify.” It is 
highly probable, that the members of theſe Socie- 
ties, without fear of being ſuſpected of loſs of ſenſe, 
may deny the doctrine of the inherent rights of Kings; 
and perhaps they may think that the living of a 


clergyman, if he fulfils not the duties of the miniſtry, 


ought to be forfeited, and therefore ought not to 
be conſidered as a freehold. What they think of 
the extinction of titles, or many other parts of the 
French ſyſtem, I know not; but be this as it may, 


wo 


it is to be remembered, that by commemorating {| 


the Revolution in France, gentlemen mean not to 
give their approbation in detail of what has been 
done; they do but expreſs their joy in a Revolu- 
tion, which. has deſtroyed ancient abuſes, and ſe- 


cured to each individual the enjoyment of his rights, 


I have never yet, Sir, attended one of theſe ob- 
noxious meetings on the 14th of July ; but enter- 
taining the ſentiments which I have here avowed, 
I may, perhaps, at ſome future period give myſelf 
that pleaſure. Whatever conſequences follow, I 
cannot ſay that I have had no caution; for the 
Chaplain of the Earl of Dunmore has bad me 


beware, in moſt elegant terms, that I might ſave 
not only the bottles and glaſſes, but ſomething more. 


July 30, 1791. PUBLICOLA, 
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TELL 


10 THE PRINTER oF TH, 
BATH CHRONIGLE. 


T FIND myself and 0 on EE A e als 

. figns himſelf << PupsLicoLs,” in your laſt paper, 
to clear myſelf and ſentiments, from the imputation 
of grammatical error and obſcurity. 

The firft charge, Sir, you have a in a 
note, and which likewiſe is done away by the ſtate 


the letter appears in in another publick paper, 
where no ſuch inaccuracy is to be found; but whe- 


ther the error laid in the preſs, or my overſight, is 
now of little moment, as it was rectified before I 
read-this writer's reply, or knew that a reply was 
intended. The drift and meaning, however, of the 
letter was clear and obvious, viz. © That I bleſſed 
God that our Church and Monarchy were ſo firmly 
ſettled, as to bid defiance to all attempts againſt 
them; that if an attempt ſhould be made to pre- 


vail againſt them, that they would be defended on 
ſuch ſyſtems and principles as, under Gon, would 


inſure ſucceſs; and that the ſentiments of thoſe 
ſocieties (ſtiled Revolution Clubs) were cheifly to 


be dreaded, as tending towards inflaming and diſ- 


turbing the minds of a deſcription of people, inca» 
pable, in many caſes, of judging for themſelves, and 
f of 
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of courſe liable to be carried into exceſſes as would 


terminate in their ruin.“ 
But it is eaſy for party rancour to miſconſtrue, 


and prejudice pervert, which has been the caſe in 
more inſtances than mine. But (however extraor- 


dinary the ſentiments appear to this writer) I am 
of the ſame opinion ſtill; and am more than ever 


convinced, that had there been no attempts made 
at Bm to commemorate, by the diſperſion of 
a'hand-bill, there would have been no diſturbance, 


La preſumptive, if not poſitive proof of the ſenſe 


in which ſuch a commemoration was taken; and I 
am clear, moreover, that the ſentiments which have 
been publiſhed in our newſpapers, as the ſentiments 
of theſe Societies, can leave no doubt, as to their 
tendency, on the mind of any unprejudiced man in 
the three kingdoms. That they have been con- 


ducted hitherto with decorum, 1s granted; but may 


not this decorum ariſe from the natural timidity with 
which novel ſyſtems are propagated; a diffidence of 
the ſtate of the publick mind to embrace them; the 
ſucceſs attending them in the other kingdom; as 


well as the general good diſpoſition of . gentle- 


men towards Monarchy ? 

But (fays this writer) why join Church and 
Monarchy together? Though the anio may not 
pleaſe him, my reaſons for it are juſtifiable, viz. they 

are 
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ald are parts of one and the ſame fabrick, the conſtitu- 

| tion in Church and State, The Monarchy, the Bri- 
ue, tiſh Monarchy; the Church, the Eſtabliſhed Church; 
in (which from its purity I believe to be the Church of 
r- Cnkisr) the Rock, the purity of the one, and the 
um | excellency of the other: And I will aver too, and I 
rr am ſanctioned in my opinion by the law of nations, 
de 1 that not only this. or that Monarchy, but every 
of Monarchy that has antiquity and received cuſtom 
de, for its eſtabliſhment, (provided there be no ſtretch 
Iſe or violation of the prerogative alledged againſt the 
11 | Monarch) is built not on © ſand,” but ſuch a foun- 
ve dation, that nothing but the utmoſt ſtate of mental 
its | depravity ſhould attempt to overthrow, ---depravity, 
eir Mr. Printer, nothing ſhort of that which inſtigates 
in one man to ſeize the property of another ! 
n- But this figurative expreſſion of * ſand,” though | 
ay introduced by this writer with caution, and the 
th diſtinction of the word © ſome,” gives me too | 
of ſome inſight into his. political tendency; and leads 
he me to account for that part of his letter where he 
as combats my expreſſion of inherent right, though he 
e- does this too through the medium of © certain 


Gentlemen of theſe Societies.” But ſome part of 
the publick will agree with me, perhaps, that neither 
he nor they are ſafe perſons to be intruſted with the 
deciſion of right, and eſpecially as the connection of 

| B 8 | al 
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E 
all 9 (whether inherent or hereditary) is ſo 
cloſely drawn, that a * tranſition” from doubting 


the one to the other may be equally as eaſy, if not 


more * natural,” than what he recommends to me 
on the ſubject of the Birmingham riots. 
I ſhall touch but little on that part of his letter 


where he hints the ſentiments of theſe gentlemen, 


and his own, about opulent dignitaries, and the for- 
feiture of Clergymen's livings, except congratula- 


ting the Eſtabliſhed Clergy, that they are in better 
hands, under a good and juſt government, where 


neither the riches of the Church need dread the 


hand of rapacity, and where (if omiſſions are com- 


mitted) they may receive a milder ſentence than 
what this gentleman and his friends are inclined to 
beſtow. 

The picture that this writer preſents of the bleſ- 
ſed effects of a certain great national event, comes 
next to be conſidered, which I ſhall contraſt with 
one of my own; and as we both, I preſume, get 
our colours from the ſame, ſource of information, 
mine may be conſidered as entitled to the ſame 
juſtneſs in point of colouring as his own; therefore, 
that I am not confuted on that head, nor fo unhappy, 


as he is pleaſed to deſcribe me to be in ray repre- 
ſentalions. We have heard of a King' (lately) a 


priſoner in his own government, his Nobility ſtript 


of 
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of their titles and eſtates. Me have hranboſ that 
ſolemn barrier, the law of the land, thromm devm 
of ſubordination:deſtroyed; military diſeipline ſub; 
verted, oaths made nothing of; and to compleat the 
climax, exceſſes committed, that the utmoſt pitch 
of deſpotiſm never witneſſed. We have heard of 
all this faithfully detailed in our newſpapers: and, 
if to repeat ſcenes of horror be unpleaſant, - this 
writer drives me to it ta whom I can truly ſay, in 
the words of a. celebrated poet, Iſandas ubs re- 
novare dolores. 
That a publick body, to whom 95 prints aſcribe: 
| theſe actions, may have received addyeſſes; and from 
numbers, ſhall not be denied. But of what de- 
ſcription of people do theſe numbers conſiſt ?—the 
greateſt part probably of thoſe, whom a revolution 
may change for the better, and not for the worſe; 
and a revolution that alters the order of things, 
that knocks downthoſe diſtinctions in ſociety, which 
however proper, are often unpleaſing to the canaille, 
cannot be ſuppoſed to want numbers to give it 
; ſanction, and (as among numbers there muſt be 
ſome men of genius) neither can it want the aid of 
plauſibility. But (ſays this writer) the Aſſembly 
have reſtored Monarchy; true, but they were com- 
pelled to it to ſave their own exiſtence. They ſtript 
the King of his regal powers, and what has once 

S happened 
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happened may again; however (if it can be called 
Monarchy) it is the only inſtance of one that ap- 
proaches to this writer's idea of wy in the 
ce ſand, that I can think of. 
"In ſhort, Mr. Printer, I cannot allow this able 
writer his approbation of theſe proceedings in 
ce detail,” becauſe the firſt principles on which 
theſe proceedings are grounded, being bad and 
unprecedented, muſt, like the falſe premiſes of a 
ſyllogiſm, ever affect the concluſions. 


— : 
Aus. 8h, 1791. 
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To THE PRINTER OF THE 


a 


BATH CHRONICLE. 


Avc. 15th, 1791. 

F the letter in your paper of the 11th inſtant had 
not been ſubſcribed R. W.“ I ſhould have 
diſcovered it to be the production of Mr. Rozzrr 
WerLs, M. A. Chaplain to the Earl of Dunmore -. 
It is written with the ſame accuracy and elegance 
of diction, as the former ſigned with his names 
Permit me to produce a few inſtances : © Whether 
the error laid in the preſs,” &c,—— Provided 
there be no ſtretch or violation of the prerogative 
alledged againſt the Monarch.” If the Commons 
were to exerciſe a power lodged in the Crown, they 
would be ſaid to have violated the King's preroga- 
tive; but to accuſe a King of violating his own. 
prerogative, is the ſtrangeſt expreſſion I have ever 
heard. © But of what deſcription of people do 
thoſe numbers” (the numbers of which theſe ſocie- 
ties are compoſed) © conſiſt ?—the greateſt part 
probably of hoſe whom a revolution may change for 
the better.” Mr. Wells, no doubt, means, who 
expect to improve their ſituation or circumſtances 
by the revolution; but the words import, that the 
| members of theſe ſocieties are themſelves. to be 
5 e changed 
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changed for the better by a revolution. But 
why (it may be ſaid) do I trouble myſelf in point- 
ing out theſe trivial defects, when the meaning of 
theſe paſſages is evidently diſcoverable ? I anſwer, 
Mr. Wells, a Maſter of Arts, and Chaplain to the 
Earl of Dunmore, avows himſelf the author of theſe 
letters, which he aſſuredly would not have done; if 
he had regarded them as defective in correctneſs. 
On this account, their literary merit is no N 
object of diſcuſſion. 

Mr. Wells, in his reply, _—_ a PRE things 
againſt me; he accuſes me of © having miſcon- 
ſtrued or perverted his meaning, through party 
rancour or prejudice.” I cannot conceive what 
ſnould induce him to adopt that ſentiment. When 
I pointed out the inaccuracy of his language, I re- 
marked, that a ſtrict interpretation would convey a 
meaning different from the author's intention; thus, 
whilſt I attacked the looſe mode of expreſſion, I 
made no uſe of it for the purpoſe of miſrepreſenta- 
tion. I wiſh Mr. Wells had been equally cautious: 
He ſays, „ cannot allow this writer his approba- 
tion of theſe proceedings in detail.“ If he will 
conſult my letter, he will perceive, that I have 
expreſsly ſaid the gentlemen of theſe ſocieties mean 
zot to give their approbation in detail: he will not 
furely: infer from — that J approve the pro- 
ceedings 
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ceedings in detail. As to the imputation of party 


rancour or prejudice, Mr. Wells (to whom I am 
entirely unknown) cannot but be ignorant whether 
I am infected by the one, or under the dominion 


of the other. When reſort is had to ſuch language, 


it betrays the weakneſs of a cauſe; it marks an in- 
ability to oppoſe by argument, and is nought but 
the ebullition of impotent rage. 


In purſuing the examination of Mr. Wells's laſt | 


letter, I propoſe to offer ſome comments. 


5 "woe his abuſe againſt the Revolution So- 


Cieties. 

24ly.. Upon his abuſe againſt the National As 
ſembly of France. 
 34ly. Upon his doctrine of the inherent right of 
Kings. 

Mr. Wells aitheres: to his: opinion, that the Re- 
volution Clubs are anſwerable for the diſturbances at 


Birmingham. Let me put a queſtion or two to 


Mr. Wells. Suppoſe a number of Clergymen, and 
Members of the Eſtabliſhment, aſſembled to cele- 
brate the defeat of the application for the repeal of 
the Teſt Act; ſuppoſe (for inſtance) the Church 
and King Club. at Mancheſter, in their uniform 
dreſs, aſſembled to celebrate their anniverſary of the 
victory over the Diſſenters; if an irritated mob of 
the vanquiſhed party ſhould ſurround the tavern, 


and 
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and commit a variety of exceſſes, would Mr. Wells 
place the guilt at the door of this ſociety ? But the 
Diſſenters (to their praiſe be it ſpoken) have con- 
ducted themſelves in a more worthy manner. Have 
they attempted the leaſt diſturbance at Mancheſter, 
(where they are certainly very numerous) when 


their enemies were exulting in their own diſgrace, 


and adding inſult to injuſtice? Let me alſo aſk, if a 
riot had been committed on the day when the African 
Merchants were commemorating, with inhuman 
conviviality, the loſs of Mr. Wilberforce's motion for 
the abolition of the Slave Trade, would Mr. Wells 
have conſidered the keeping of this feſtival as the 
cauſe of the tumult, and © been led to make refle&- 
ions on the impropriety of ſuch meetings?” 

From theſe queſtions, which perhaps may prove 


- puzzling, I would turn to a conſideration of the 


objection to the Revolution Societies, on the 
ground of the inflammable tendency of the ſenti- 
ments they convey to the public. If, to ſupport 
this charge, it be urged, that they drink certain 
toaſts that breathe a ſpirit of liberty it is granted: 
— their toaſts are undoubtedly expreſſive of joy on 
the downfall of deſpotiſm, and of wiſhes to remove 
every ſpecies of oppreſſion from the face of the 
earth. Delightful ſentiments! in which all muſt 
cordially join, but thoſe who think that crowns are 


: the property of Kings, and that government Was 
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3nftituted for the excluſive happineſs of the gover- 


nors, without any concern for the ſervile multitude... 
But, beſides ſeveral toaſts in favour of liberty, they 
drink others, deſcriptive of their regard for law, 
and their love of peace, and they neyer except the 
Britiſh Conſtitution. Thus they guard againſt all 
poſſible miſconſtruction of their intentions. Is this 


© Spargere voces in vulgum ambiguas,” for the ſake 


of diſturbing the tranquility of the kingdom? No, 
Sir; I muſt repeat, that all unaffected fears on this 
head ariſe from a falſe notion, that the Engliſh 
government is but a copy of the old government of 
France, If univerſal and remedileſs oppreſſion, ſuch 
as until lately prevailed in France, now exiſted in 


England, it might indeed be ſuſpected that a com- 


memoration* of the æra of French liberty would lead 
to the deſtruction of Engliſh deſpotiſm ; and under 
ſuch circumſtances it would be happy if it were 
followed by ſo deſirable an event. I muſt likewiſe 
repeat, that the charge of exciting the people to 
riot better belongs to ſome of the members of the 
eſtabliſhed Church: * Church and King—Down 
with the Diſſenters May the coin of Birmingham 
become current through the kingdom The Diſ 
ſenters deſerve all the treatment they have received 


* This word, by an error of the preſs, was printed in the Paper com- 
menc ement. ; ; 


* 
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It is to be regretted that Dr. Prieſtley has 


eſcaped with his life.“ Theſe are phraſes which 
have been uſed by thoſe who ought to have acted 
with more good ſenſe and liberality. In ſuch lan- 
guage there is no e and its e is 


obvious. 2 
Mr. Wells is 10 little diſpoſed to allow any merit 


to the Members of theſe Societies, that he un- 


generouſy attributes their peaceable behaviour at 
their meeting to policy, not inclination: * But 
may not this decorum,” ſays he, & ariſe from the 
natural timidity with which novel ſyſtems are 
propagated, a diffidence in the ſtate of the publick 
mind to embrace them?“ &c. How would Mr. 
Wells like to be judged by. others in this manner ? 
Let me put the following caſe, for ſake of 
example, without meaning to ſuggeſt the moſt 


diſtant ſuſpicion of its truth. Suppoſe it ſhould be 


ſaid of Mr. Wells, that it is intereſt which makes 
him ſo devoted to the Church, and that, upon the 
ſame principle, he wiſhes to diſtinguiſh himſelf as a 
writer in defence of the Church and State; would 
Mr. Wells think that ſuch an imputation, without 
the leaſt proof, was juſtifiable? If his heart ſhould 
tell him that ſuch conduct would be unjuſt, he 
knows in what light bis own unſupported attack 
ought to be regarded. I muſt own that this part of 

his 


his 


ES 


his letter has no leſs aſtoniſhed me, than that in 
vhich he obſerves, that © had there been no at- 
empts made at Birmingham to commemorate by 
the diſperſion” of a hand-bill,“ &c. Mr. Wells 
muſt either have been ſo extremely inattentive to 


he ſubject on which he writes, 48 not to know that 


e principal gentlemen of Birmingham, who at- 
tended the laſt meeting on the 14th of July, have 
in the fulleſt manner denied any knowledge of that 
execrable publication; or he muſt doubt the veracity 
of characters, whoſe integrity, even calumny itſelf 
has never dared to call in queſtion. 

But to advert to the National Aſſembly of 
France. Mr. Wells, to prove that © the*prin- 
ciples of that body have made the French empire 
a monument of human miſery,” ought, at leaſt, to 
have ſhewn that, upon a comparative view, there 


was more happineſs under the old than the new 


government; but he prudently deſiſts from the 
attempt. If the King or Queen of France, or ſome 
of the nobility, may be /e/s happy than before, does 
it follow that the country, upon the whole, is not 
more? When oppreſſive power is deſtroyed, the 
tyrants who poſſeſſed it muſt neceſſarily deplore the 
loſs. The only difference between a prince who 
ſucceeds to arbitrary ſway by deſcent, and him Who 
ee uſurps it, is this; ; the former deſerves 

| | compaſſion, 
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compaſſion, the latter indignation and puniſh- I vil 
ment. es an ſem 

Again: Mr. Wells having charged the Societies I pre! 
for commemorating the French Revolution with No 
diſſeminating republican principles, I remarked in ¶ thr: 
my former letter that this could not be ſaid, becauſe ¶ Au 
the National Aſſembly had confirmed the Monarchys u 
by an almoſt unanimous vote, Mr. Wells, by way the) 
of confutation, obſerves, that the Aſſembly was Þbol 
compelled to reſtore Monarchy to fave its own pre 
exiſtence. The exiſtence of the National Aſſembly, {Nai 
Sir, ſolely depends upon the people, who gave it lit v 
birth in oppoſition to the endeavours of ſtrong * 
parties, and have continued it in being, notwith= Mo 
ſtanding many conſpiracies to overthrow it. This 
the National Aſſembly well knows; a conſtitution pre: 
agreeable to the people has been the object of its 
labours, and its ſucceſs was teſtified by every 


Grand Federation. If then the National Aſſembly vi- 
knows that its exiſtence depends not upon the 
Monarch, but the general will from which it was 
derived, and that it is ſafe whilſt it ſecks and obtains 
the approbation of the nation, how was it compelled 
to acknowledge a King through the fear of its own 

deſtruction? It has appeared, that Monarchy was 
almoſt the univerſal wiſh of Frenchmen, and this 


was 
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vas the motive for confirming it. But Mr. Wells 
Vin, perhaps, contend thus: — The National Aſ- 
ſembly was of opinion that if tae Monarchy was not 
preſerved, the King would join the body of fugitive 
Nobles in Germany, and repoſſeſs himſelf of his 


throne and former greatneſs, at the head of an 
Auſtrian army; that the Aſſembly feared it, and 
us therefore compelled to bear with a King whom 
they would gladly remove. I will, however, be 
bold to aver, that this could not be the motive for 
preſerving the Monarchy. The members of the 
National Aſſembly could not be ignorant, that if 
it were conſiſtent with good policy in Auſtria to 
ake an attack upon France, to. reinſtate the 
Monarch in his ancient privileges, or replace him 
n his throne, would equally ſupply a ground or 
pretext ſor war; nor could they be ignorant that 


ts Ihe whole power of the Houſe of Auſtria, aided by 
ry thouſand French refugees, could not conquer 
he | early twenty-ſix millions of freemen, fighting pro 
ly Pri & focis / 

he I now proceed, laſtly, to examine Mr. Wells 8 
„as Foctrine of the Inherent Right of Kings.“ And I 
ins will aver too, and I am ſanctioned in my opinion 


led IF by the law of nations, that not only this or that 
wn | Monarchy, but every Monarchy that has anti- 
vas quity, and received cuſtom for its eſtabliſhment, 
his | « provided 
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cc (provided there be no ſtretch or violatinn of the 

cc prerogative alledged againſt the Monarch) is built 

c not on ſand, but ſuch a foundation that nothing 

t but the utmoſt ſtate of mental depravity ſhould 

« attempt to overthrow—depravity, Mr. Printer; 

ec nothing ſhort of that which inſtigates one man to 

« ſeize the property of another,” This is the way. 

in which Mr. Wells would ſupport his doctrine , & 
the inherent right of Kings. If Mr. Wells means to 

ſay that none but kings of ancient monarchies have 
this inherent right to their crown, let him recollect, 
that theſe monarchies muſt once have been modern. 
Let him alſo conſider, how far his own reaſoningf 
will carry him. If a Monarch be unwilling to ref | 
linquiſh the exerciſe of an ancient and cuſtomary 


prerogative,—a prerogative which he has neither 
abuſed, nor ſtrained beyond-its bounds, but: which i 
is arbitrary, and never ought to have been veſted it | 
him, what is to be done? This long-eſtabliſhaþ 1 
prerogative 1s his property, (upon the principle 8 
Mr. Wells) and ought not to be taken away. T hu . 


every deſpot, who can plead preſcription, m 
range uncontrouled through the circle of his 6 
cuſtomed tyranny. Would not the Sultan of Co 
ſtantinople think Mr. Wells a moſt excel 


Muſſulman? But I would endeavour to foil: Mi 
Wells with his own weapons; I would endeavour 
| pron 
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prove, upon his own authority, that Government 
is a revocable, truſt, | He admits that it would 


not © be a oroo of mental depravity to attempt the 
overthrow even of an ancient Monarchy, where any 
ſtretch or violation of prerogative could be alledged 


againſt the Monarch. ”  1t-the crown, then, may 
be taken away, on the failure of certain conditions 


** in the poſſeſſor, What becomes of Mr. Wäellss s in- 


herent right of Kings? . 7 

1 addition to theſe remarks, I might contend, 
in oppoſition to Mr. Wells, that the government 
of the country cannot be twofold, eccleſiaſtical and 
civil, if the civil can of itſelf alter or new mould the 
former according to its will; and 1 might likewiſe 
offer ſome obſervations agaipſt the purity of the 
Church of England, which with this gentleman iS 
ſynonymous with the Church of Caxisr—butT for- 
bear—this letter is already extended to an unpardon- 
able length. I will, however, promiſe you, Mr. 
Printer, that 1 have no intention to treſpaſs upon 
your patience a third time. 


' PUBLICOLA. 
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TO THE PRINTER OP THE 
BATH CHRONICLE. 


SEPT. 3d, 1791. 


SHALL take the liberty, for the laſt time, of 
treſpaſſing on your paper, and making a few re- 


marks in my turn on PusLicoLa's laſt letter inſerted ff ; 


the 25th ult. He begins with his uſual candour in 
finding fault with the language, and as a proof of 
his right of doing it, uſes the expreſſions of © abuſe 
againſt” the Revolution Societies; © abuſe againſt” 
the National Aſſembly. Excluſive of the injuſtice 
of ſuch a remark on a writer who only expatiates 


on publick matters, open to every man's diſcuſſion 


in a free country, f I conſider the word * againſt” 
as uſed after the word abuſe,” as not ſtrictly 
claſſical. Abuſe of any ſyſtem, or any ſet of men 


or meaſures, is the common mode of expreſſion; | 


abuſe againſt participates. of the nature of a redun- 
dancy,—for if it be abuſe, it muſt be againſt. I do 


not mean that the expreſſion obſcures the meaning; 
all I infer is, that it gives me as fair an opportu- 


nity of criticiſing, as what he laid hold of: for, 


as © violation” ſignifies abuſe, wherein can conſiſt 


+ An inconſiſtent exception this to be made by a man who ſtands forth 


the advocate for the general liberties of mankind, and lays his chief ſtreſs 


on the matter of a. 


the 
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the glaring impropriety of the expreſſion of a King's 
abuſing the powers intruſted to him? However, I 
do not pretend to adopt ſtudied language; all my 
endeavour is, to expreſs principles, in my opinion, 
ſound and honeſt, in a plain and intelligible ſtyle. 
But to the ſubject of this writer's letters: and firſt, 
his puzzling queſtion; which I would reſolve iti 
few words, had I only the puzzling part to contend 
againſt, It is a delicate queſtion, and as ſuch I 
decline anſwering it; but, however, I beg leave to 
make this obſervation, that local circumſtances might 
Juſtify proceedings, which to us, at a 45 tance, ! > 
appear irregular. 4; 

If, however, this Gentleman had candidly aſked 5 
me my private opinion of any indifferent meeting 
eſtabliſhed by one deſcription of religious party 
againſt the other, without particularizing, I would 
as candidly have anſwered him, that I diſapprove it, 
as neither promoting our temporal or ſpiritual inte- 
reſts; and as to the Birmingham currency, that I 
ever made a point of rejecting it. No leſs repug- 
nant to the ſentiments of, my conſcience, are ſuch 
toaſts as © Down with the Diſſenters, &c.“ and 
the conſtruction J ever placed on the words of my 
Heavenly Maſter's rebuke to his diſciples, “ Ye 
know not what manner of ſpirit ye are of;”— the 
Son of Man is come not to deftroy men's lives, 
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but to ſave.” But what has the introduction of 
te the Church and King Club at Mancheſter,” or 
the meeting of © the African Merchants,” to do 


with the ſubje& of my letters, which were confined 


to the French Revolution, the ſeditious hand-bill of 
an unknown author, and certain political toaſts, as 
conſtituting, in my opinion, voces ambiguas?” 
My attachment to the Church of England is no fair 
proof of my being an enemy to thoſe who differ 
from me in matters of conſcience. Neither can 
my imputing the Birmingham riots to the true 
cauſe, the ſeditious hand-bill of an author not yet 
found out, ſubje& me to the charge of accuſing a 
particular ſe& of Chriſtians with it. 
This Gentleman is extremely angry with me for 
Judging of the motives of men, from my interpre- 
ration of their publick ſentiments, and has a very 
happy talent of allowing Himſelf to do what he re- 
fuſes others. But with all his craft and ingenuity, 1 
will prove many of his arguments to be unſound. 


Io avoid taking up unneceſſary room in your 


paper, Sir, I will ſelect two. In a former letter he 
condemns the fears and alarms of the friends of our 
conſtitution, by obſerving, that thoſe fears could 

not be well grounded, unleſs the Britiſh Conſtitu- 
tion be ſuppoſed to partake of the errors of the old 
French, But to have eſtabliſhed the truth of this 


obſeryation, 
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obſervation, he ſhould have ſhewn, that the Engliſh 
Conſtitution accorded with the principles of the 
Preſent new one of France, the object of his admi- 
ration; otherwiſe theſe fears become eſtabliſhed, 
not removed. It is an axiom in logick, not 
only to eſtabliſh the truth of a propoſition, but a 
juſtneſs of alluſion to the caſe in point; otherwiſe if 
= 74 we draw concluſions, thoſe concluſions will be 
wrong, and we become ſelf- confuted. 1 will not 
follow up the argument with obſerving, that the 
love of novel ſyſtems may not improbably be at- 
tended with the wiſh of adopting, becauſe he in- 
cludes the Engliſh Conſtitution in his good wiſhes, - 
F and he ſhall therefore have the credit he deſerves. © | 
| Again, in order to deprive my argument of its 
weight, as derived from the received doctrines of 
antiquity, cuſtom, and preſcription, he inſtances 
an half-civilized, and of courſe the moſt excepti- 
| onable empire he could think of,—and deſires me 
to obſerve, that antiquity is nothing, becauſe the 
empire that may now be conſidered as an ancient 
eſtabliſhment, was at one period a modern one. 
Strange obſervation to proceed from ſo ſagacious a 
writer! But may I not reply, and aſk this gen- 
tleman, what has the argument of a ſyſtem's being 
once modern to do with its preſent ſtate of anti- 
quity? Does it invalidate its preſent claim thereto? 
C2 | Unleſs 
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Unleſs he is an advocate for the world's being 
without a beginning, (the ancient doctrine of ſome 
Pagan Philoſophers) every mode of government 
muſt have been modern at firſt. However, if anti- 


quity, cuſtom, and preſcription, are to be conſi- 
dered as matters of no moment, what would this 
writer be pleaſed to ſubſtitute for the loſs of our 


old guides, to aſcertain and preſerve property ? 


What would he leave to the learned Gentlemen of 
the profeſſion of Law as an equivalent for the 


loſs of their old friends, to whoſe aſſiſtance they are 


frequently obliged to recur in difficult caſes reſpect- 
ing title and property, and lay it down as a maxim, 


that the older the title, the more permanent and 
difficult to be ſet aſide? Surely this Gentleman will 
not pretend to confute me, by excepting one ſpecies 
of property from the eſtabliſhed protection allowed 


to all. However, I never did, nor ever meant to 


condemn, the expunging deſpotiſm, and rejoiced 
as much as any man at the downfall of ſtate priſons; 


all that I was againſt was, the ſubverting an old 
\ Monarchy, and attacking Regałright, when redreſs 
might have been had through the regular means, 
viz. the medium of the legal Repreſentative Body 


of the kingdom, without the raſh aſſumption of all 
power by the people, and ſapping the foungations 
of all order and all government, 


The 
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The word © unwilling,” I cannot think can be 


well applied to a Monarch, who has ſhewn himſelf 


tolerably pliant; and there is little doubt but he 
would have ſubmitted to addreſſes and remonſtran- 
ces; and have done every thing to have made his 
people happy, but facrificing his own honour. 
In ſhort, the matter in diſpute between Publicola 
and me is briefly this: he is for conſulting the 


 Governed more than the Governor; I am for the 


benefits and happineſs of the one, without detraCting 


from the weight and conſequence of the other in the 
ſcale. He is for © crowns being no property ;” 


and that the only difference between a King who 
inherits a deſpotick crown, (* ſucceeds to arbitrary 
ſway by deſcent,” to uſe his own words, or © uſurps* 
it,“) is this, that the one deſerves our pity, the 
other our reſentment and puniſhment. And I am 


for every legal crown's being property, and entitled 


to the ſame protection as every other, “ ſubject 


however to a compliance with the original compact. 


But if we can ſo eaſily get rid of the crown, with- 
out any fault in the legal Monarch but his inheriting 
a deſpotick crown, what becomes of another ſerious 

*The word ꝝſurp, which PuBLicoLa here uſes, is foreign to the 


matter in queſtion, and running from the argument, as we are diſputing 
about the rights of an hereditary Monarch, not the unjuſt powers of an 


vlurper. 


4 Mr. Burke, 
matter, 
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matter, the oath of allegiance to that crown? Is 
this an act revocable at pleaſure? This is a ſo- 
lemn queſtion, and involves in it the moſt impor- 
tant conſequences. 

I would on this occaſion, Mr. Waben have paid 
the trifling tribute of approbation to the perſecuted 
brethren of the other kingdom, who, through ſuch 
conſcience towards Gop, © endure ſhame, ſuffering 
wrongfully ;” but their cauſe has been ſo ably pleaded 
by that brilliant ornament of the Britiſh Senate, 
that any thing I can ſay would appear but as the 


glimmering light of a taper againſt the al powerful | 


refulgence of the mid-day ſun. 


The ſituation to which this writer ſuppoſes my 


clauſe © provided,” to have reduced me, is not fo 
deſperate as he may imagine, though a tolerable 
effort made to caſt me. I am not fingular in 


opinion, Mr. Printer, of right remaining, eyen 
when the power of exerciſing that right is taken 


away. A King, though not de facto, may remain 
a King de jure, without a ſoleciſm in language, or a 
confuſion of ideas: And let this writer remember, 
that if we verily believe, and act up to our belief, 
political or religious, we ſhall not be condemned 
becauſe certain articles of our faith may be errone- 
ous. And let this writer remember, that if we 
believe verily in our creed (political or religious} 

we 
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we may be ſaved, without working ſuch miracles as 
removing mountains, or converting infidels. 
Where I have miſunderſtood this writer, I am 
ready to give up © the word. Bur, as I obſerved 
before, if my premiſes are right, (and he has not 
denied them) the concluſions make equally againſt 


the expreſſion of detail, or in part. The Latin 


terms of © pro aris & focis,” are more applicable 


to old and eſtabliſhed rights of a people, ſuch as 
they have experienced, and have been uſed to con- 


ſider as ſuch, than new doctrines juſt found out for 
them; and it is a trite obſervation, but not the leſs 
Juſt, that too much liberty is often as ſubverſive of 
our welfare and happineſs, as too little. 

As to the reſtoration of Monarchy, if he denies it 
to be an act of compulſion, ſurely he muſt allow it 
to be an act of reſtitution, and of courſe not deſer- 
ving of the ſtreſs he lays on it: Where we have 
done an injury, and make reſtitution for it after- 
wards, it 1s cettainly entitled to ſome merit, but 
not every. | 

One obſervation more, and I have done. © Sup- 
poſe,” ſays this Gentleman, « I ſhould put the 
queſtion to Mr. W. for the ſake of argument, with- 
out believing one word of the truth, Was it intereſt 
that makes him ſo devoted to the Church?” This 


_ queſtion gives me an opportunity he is not aware 


of, 
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of, or did not guard againſt, of making a fair conclu- 
ſion in my own favour. Publicola acquits me of the 
perſonal motive, by diſallowing (in which he is quite 
right) my having perſonal intereſt in the cauſe of 
vanity as a writer; by denying me the qualifications 
of one, of courſe he leaves me a clear title to a far 
better one, without which the brilliant diſplay of 
language is nothing, and with it ſuch as mine may 
carry ſome little force and conviction. However, be 
that as it may, I feel the truth of what I have advan- 
ced, and will live or die in the juſtice of my cauſe; 
and ſhall conclude with juſt obſerving, whether this 


writer's perſonal ſeverity does not ſubject him to ſuſ- 


picions of the ſame © ebullition of impotent rage” 
he fo expreſsly condemns in others, and of miſ- 
truſting the fair powers of his own argument. 

I beg your pardon for this long letter; but having 
now placed my fentiments and principles in a plain 
and intelligible point of view, I take leave of the 


ſubject for ever. | N WW. 
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TO THE PRINTER OF THE 
TNT CUEOREREM 
As: I informed you in my laſt, that I had no 
intention of reſuming my pen againſt Mr. 
Wells, it is neceſſary that I ſhould explain to you 
S} © the reaſons which have produced a change in my 
determination. Had Mr. Wells confined himſelf to 
the ſupport of his former poſitions, I ſhould not 
have again troubled you; but I cannot refrain from 
defending my language againſt the imputation of 
being unclaſſical, and from extricating my meaning 
from the falſe ſenſe which is put upon it either 
through miſunderſtanding or deſign; 


Why has not Mr. Wells attempted to juſtify the 
expreſſions which I have ſelected from his letter as 
inaccurate? . For a reaſon moſt obvious: becauſe 
he knows they are not to be vindicated. Inſtead of 
clearing himſelf from the accuſation, he therefore 

_ endeavours to recriminate. I muſt, however, think. 
that he has failed in bringing home the proof. In 
the phraſes, © againft the Revolution Societies, 
© againſt the National Aſſembly of France; the 
term againſt | is, he ſays, redundant; for if it be 
D | abuſe, 
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abuſe, it muſt be againſt,” Let me then propoſe to 
Mr. Wells the following queſtion; 8 


the invectives againſt the Revolution Societies.” If 
it be an invective, it muſt be againſt; but is the 
term againſt therefore © redundant?” Inſtead of abuſe 
againſt, Mr, Wells would ſubſtitute abuſe of. With 
ſubmiſſion, however, to him, I believe the former 
expreſſion is equally good with the latter—a parti- 
ciple muſt be underſtood in both caſes, If we ſay 
abuſe of the Revolution Societies, &c. we underſtand 
ſpoken of or . concerning; if we fay abuſe againſt, 
we underſtand thrown out againſt, | | 


But to ſhew that my meaning has been miſrepre- 
ſented by Mr. Wells. If, Sir, you compare with 
my letter Mr. Wells's paragraph beginning thus— 


be of opinion, that I am arguing on general princi- 
ples, againſt a general poſition laid down by Mr. 
Wells,—and that the word unwilling is not applied 
by me to any Monarch in particular.—I make uſe 
of the moſt unteſtrifted aſſertion. If a Monarch 
be unwilling, &c. &c.'—WhenT wrote this paſſage, 
the French King was not in my thoughts. | 


The controverly between Mr. Wells and myſelf 
ſeems now to be terminated; let the publick Judge 


on 


© the word unwilling,” &c. you will, I doubt not, . 


Suppoſe I had ſaid © to offer ſome comments upon 
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19 on which ſide the weight of argument lies; let 
them judge whether the reaſoning of his laſt letter, 
as far as it is intelligible, be not obviouſly irre- 
o 7 | levant or futile, I can only fay that it thus ſtrikes 
the mind of 
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